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23893. Adulteration of apple butter. U. S. v. 25 Cases of Apple Butter.
Default decree of condemnation and destruction. (F. & D. no.
382518. Sample no. 64572-A.) ) .

This case involved an interstate shipment of apple butter that contained
Jead in an amount that might have rendered it injurious to health.

On April 12, 1934, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Indiana, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 25 cases of apple
butter at Hammond, Ind., alleging that the article had been shipped in
interstate commerce on or about March 9, 1934, by the Allison-Bedford Co.,
from Chicago Ill, and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and
Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part: “ Glencrest Fancy Apple Butter
* * * Allison-Bedford Co. Chicago, IIL” : .

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it contained an added poison-
ous 011 deleterious ingredient, lead, which might have rendered it harmful
to health, :

On December 17, 1934, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemna-
tion was entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed:

M. L. WILsoR, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

23894. Adulteration of canned sardines. VU, S. v. 20 Cases of Sardines.
Default decree of condemnation and destruction. (F. & D. no.
32593. Sample no. 12608-A.) _ S :
This case involved a shipment of canned sardines which were in part
decomposed. _ v
On April 25, 1934, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Texas, acting upon a report by the Secretary of ‘Agriculture, filed in the distriet
" court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 20 cases. of canned sardines
at Abilene, Tex., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate com-
merce on or about October 25, 1933, by the California Packing Corporation,
from Oakland, Calif, and charging adulteration in violation of the Food
and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part: “ Madison's Ideal Brand
Califorpia Sardines * * #* C(alifornia Packing Corporation * * #* San
Francisco, California.” - .
The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it consisted in whole or
in part of a decomposed animal substance. .
On November 9, 1934, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemna-
tion was entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed.

M. L. WILSON, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

23895. Misbranding of canned mixed vegetables. U. S. v. 50 Cases of
Canned Mixed Vegetables. Default decree of condemnation and
forfeiture. Product delivered to charitable institution. (F. &
D. no. 32736. Sample no. 64340-A.) . . ‘ .

This case involved a shipment of canned mixed vegetables whichk consisted
essentially of a mixture of carrots and potatoes, the other vegetables promi-
nently illustrated on the label being present in relatively small amounts, and
in at least one instance entirely absent. . . S - .

On May 22, 1934, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Indiana, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 50 cases of canned
mixed vegetables at Fort Wayne, Ind., alleging that the article had been
shipped in interstate commerce on or about April 14, 1934, by the Rockfield
Canning Co., from Rockfield, Wis., and charging misbranding in violation of
the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part: “ Little Elf Brand
Mixed Vegetables * * #* @, E. Bursley & Co. Distributors Fort ‘Wayne, Ind.”

The article was alleged to be misbranded in that the design on the label, of
a vignette which included prominent pictorial representations of cabbage, corn,
tomatoes, celery, onion, turnip, carrots, string beans, peas, green pepper and red
pepper, was false and misleading and tended to deceive .and mislead the pur-
chaser, since approximately 77.3 percent of the product consisted of carrots and
potatoes, and it contained no tomato and but very small amounts of celery,
corn, red and green peppers, and onion. ' oo v

On December 6, 1934, no claimant having appeared, Judgment of condemnation
was entered and it was ordered that the product be delivered to a charitable
institution, sipce it was fit for human consumption.

M. L. WusoN, Acting Secretary of Agricultura.
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23896. Misbranding of spaghettl and macaroni. U. S. v. 34 Cartons of
Spag‘hetti, et al. Products released nnder bond to be relabeled.
(F. & D. nos. 32763, 32764, 32818, 32819, 32820, 32832, 32856. - Sample nos.
73405-A to 78409—A imel., 73413-A to 73416-A incl., "73424-A to 73429-A
Incl., 73443-A, T3444-A, 73520—A, 73530-A.)

Sample packages of spaghetti and macaroni taken from the various shipments
involved in these cases were found to be short weight,

On June 7, June 8, June 12, and June 15, 1934, the United States attorney
for the District of Montana, acting upon reports by the Secretary of Agriculture,
filed in the district court libels praying seizure and condemnation of 874 car-
tons and 50 sacks of spaghettl and macaroni in various lots at Butte, Great
Falls, Missoula, and Kalispell, Mont., respectively, alleging that the articles
had been shipped in interstate commerce between the dates of June 22, 1933,
and May 20, 1934, by the U, 8. Macaroni Manufacturing Co., from Spokane,
‘Wash,, and chargmg misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act as
amended Portions of the articles were labeled in part: (Carton) * Spaghetti
[or “Macaroni ”] 5 Ibs. [or “7 Ibs.” or “4 1bs.”] net when packed Rose Brand
U. 8. Macaroni Mfg. Co., Spokane, Wash.” The remainder was in sacks labeled
“ Cut Macaroni [or ¢ Spaghetti ] 50 1bs. net.”

The articles were alleged to be misbranded in that the statements “5 1bs.
net ”, “7 1bs. net”, and “4 1bs. net”, borne on the cartons and the statement
““50 1bs. net”, borne on the sacks, were false and misleading and tended to
deceive and mislead the purchaser since the cartons and sacks contained less
than the amount declared. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason
that the articles were food in package form and the quantity of the contents
was not plainly and eonspicuously marked on the outside of the package, since
the statement made was incorrect.

On November 3, 1934, the owner of the products having appeared as claimants
and the cases having been consolidated into one cause of action, judgment was
entered ordering the products delivered to the claimants upon the execution of
a bond in the sum of $500, conditioned that they be relabeled and that upon
failure to file such bond they be forfeited and sold.

M. L. WnsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

23897. Adulteration of tomato catsup. V. S. v. 20 Cases of Tomato Catsup.
Default decree of condemnation and destruction. (F. & D. no.
32796. Sample no. 71404-A.)

This case Involved an interstate shipment of tomato catsup, samples of which
were found to contain excessive mold. »

On July 11, 1934, the United States attorney for the District of New
Mexico, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 20 cases of tomato
catsup at Albuquerque, N. Mex., alleging that the article had been shipped
in interstate commerce on or about April 23, 1934, by the J. S. Brown Mer-
cantile Co., from Denver, Colo.,, and charging adulteration in violation of
the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part: “ Jonquil Brand
Tomato Catsup.”

The article was allezed to be adulterated in that it consisted wholly or
in part of a decomposed vegetable substance.

On. August 25, 1934, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation
was entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed. : ‘

M. L. Wrtson, Acting Secretary of Agrwutture.

23898. Misbranding ot stock feed. U. S. v. Overholt & Co., Inc. Plea of
suilty. Fine, 875 and costs. (P, & D no. 32885. Sample nos. 14136-A,
14141-A, 14142-A))

This case was based on interstate shipments of stock feed that contained
less protein and more fiber than declared on the label.

On October 25, 1934, the United States attorney for the Western District
of Pennsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed
in the district court an information against A. Overholt & Co., Inc., Broad
Ford, Pa., alleging:shipment by said company in violation of the Fnod and
Drugs Act on or ahout September 13, 22, and. 28, 1933, from the State of
Pennsylvania into- the State of Maryland; of quantities of stock feed which
was misbranded. The article was labeled in part: * State Analysis: Protein
1800 * * * TFihre 16.58 Overco Stock Feed Manufactured and Packed
by A. Overholt & Co. Broad Ford, Pa.”



